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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 
12/22/2004 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 12/22/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues, Tinder 1 s applicable time information does not define a 
plurality of modes of utilization of the first data and executable time periods of 
operations respectively corresponding to the plurality of modes of utilizations." 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees because Pinder' s element 
1919 indicates the number of modes there are for a process of an event wherein each 
value of an event/element corresponds to a mode (Col. 33, lines 25-45). 

Applicant further argues, "Pinder fails to disclose judging if a requested operation 
is executable, upon a request for operation execution, by reading the applicable time 
information from the memory and referring to an executable time period corresponding 
to a mode of utilization indicated by the request to compare with a current time." 
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In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees and cites Finder's col. 33, lines 
19-45 to support, i.e., earliest start field 1923 must compare with the current time of the 
system in order to start the event according to its earliest start time. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 1 9, 21 , 23, 25, 27 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Applicant 's Admitted Prior Art (Fig. 1 ; Specification page 2, lines 
18-page 4, lines 5) in view of Pinder et al. (US 6,105,134) and further in view of Oka 
(US 5,537,591). 

Claim 19, admitted Prior Art (Fig. 1) discloses an information utilization 
apparatus comprising: 

A memory 1002 configured to store encoded 1 st data which defines a plurality 
of modes of utilization of the 1 st data; a decoding unit 2006 provided respectively 
corresponding to the plurality of modes of utilization and configured to decode the 1 st 
data stored in the memory 1002; A plurality of processing units 2008, 2010 and 2012 
arranged respectively corresponding to the decoding unit 2006 and configured to 
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respectively execute operations corresponding to the plurality of modes of utilization 
using 2 nd data obtained from decoding the 1 st data; A judging unit (within a 
verification unit 2004) configured to judge if a requested operation is executable, 
upon a request for operation execution (applicant 1 s specification page 2, lines 18- 
page 4, lines 5); and An operation command issuing unit (within a verification unit 
2004) configured to issue a command for action to a decoding unit corresponding to 
the mode of utilization indicated by the request when the judging unit judges that the 
requested operation is executable (applicant's specification page 2, lines 18-page 4, 
line 5). 

Admitted prior Art does not clearly disclose the memory 1002 configured to 
store applicable time information that defines executable time periods of operations 
respectively corresponding to the plurality of modes of utilization in which the 
verification unit 2004 judges, if a requested operation is executable, by reading the 
applicable time information from the memory and referring to an executable time 
period corresponding to a mode of utilization indicated by the request to compare 
with a current time. 

Pinder discloses a memory (Fig. 1 3; Memory 1 207, ROM 1 21 9 and non- 
volatile memory 1209; Col. 21, lines 60-Col. 22, lines 11 and Fig. 19; Col. 33, lines 
40-45 stores a delivered piece of encoded data and applicable time information (Col. 
33, lines 25-45); a verification unit (Fig. 1, el. 119, and Fig. 3, DHCT) verifies if a 
requested operation is executable (i.e., mode of a purchase event) by reading the 
applicable time information from the memory and referring to an executable time 
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period corresponding to a mode of utilization indicated by the request to compare 
with a current time (Col. 33, lines 19-45; i.e., earliest start field 1923 must compare 
with the current time of the system in order to start the event according to its earliest 
start time). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify Admitted Prior Art with Pinder so to 
protect transmitted information against unauthorized access (Col. 1, lines 40-45). 

Admitted Prior Art in view of Pinder fails to shows a plurality of decoding units 
that arrange respectively to its corresponding plurality of independently operated 
processing units 2008, 2010 and 2012. 

Oka shows a plurality independently operated processing units (Fig. 1 el. 112, 
114, 1 16 and 118) arranged respectively corresponding to the plurality of decoding 
units 106, 107, 108 and 109. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Admitted Prior 
Art in view of Pinder to have a plurality independently operated processing units 
arranged respectively corresponding to the plurality of independently operated 
decoding units, as taught by Oka, so to improve the performance of the system by 
selectively executing independent task on each independent decoder and 
processing unit. 

Claim 21 is analyzed with respect to claim 19 in which Admitted prior Art in 
view of Pinder further discloses an operation command reserving unit (within a 
verification unit 2004) configured to prevent the issuance of the command to the 
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decoding unit according to the verified applicable authorization data (Applicant's 
specification page 2, lines 18-page 4, lines 5). 

Claim 23, an information access control method for use in an information 
utilization apparatus having a memory which stores information including encoded 
1 st data, the method is analyzed with respect to claim 19. 

Claim 25, an information access control method for use in an information 
utilization apparatus having a memory which stores information including encoded 
1 st data, the method is analyzed with respect to claim 21 . 

Claim 27 (plurality decoders), a storage medium having program code 
instruction store thereon which perform information access control when executed 
by a processor in an information utilization apparatus having a memory which stores 
information including encoded 1 st data, the instruction is analyzed with respect to 
claim 19. 

Claim 29 (plurality decoders), a storage medium having program code 
instruction store thereon which perform information access control when executed 
by a processor in an information utilization apparatus having a memory which stores 
information including encoded 1 st data is analyzed with respect to claim 21 . 
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2. Claims 20, 22, 24, 26, 28 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Applicant 's Admitted Prior Art (Fig. 1; Specification page 2, lines 
18-page 4, lines 5) in view of Pinder et al.(US 6,105,134). 

Claim 20. (New) Admitted Prior Art (Fig. 1 ) discloses an information utilization 
apparatus comprising: 

A memory 1002 configured to store encoded 1 st data which defines a plurality of 
modes of utilization of the 1 st data; 

A decoding unit 2006 configured to decode the 1 st data stored in the memory 
1002; 

A data storage unit 2050 configured to store 2 nd data obtained from decoding the 
1 st data 2006; A plurality of processing units 2008, 2010 and 2012 configured to 
respectively execute operations corresponding to the plurality of modes of utilization 
using the 2 nd data stored in the data storage unit 2050; 

A judging unit (within a verification unit 2004) configured to judge if a requested 
operation is executable; and an operation command issuing unit (within a verification 
unit 2004) configured to issue commands for actions to the decoding unit 2006 and a 
processing unit 2008, 2010 and 2012 corresponding to the mode of utilization 
indicated by the request if the 2 nd data is not stored in the data storage unit (not 
authorize to decode; therefore, the user could not store the encoded data) and 
configured to issue a command for action to the processing unit corresponding to the 
mode of utilization indicated by the request if the 2 nd data is stored in the data 
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storage unit when the judging unit judges that the requested operation is executable 
(Applicant's specification page 2, lines 18-page 4, lines 5). 

Admitted Prior Art does not clearly disclose the memory 1002 stores applicable 
time information that defines executable time periods of operations in which the 
verification unit 2004 judges, if a requested operation is executable, by reading the 
applicable time information from the memory and referring to an executable time 
period corresponding to a mode of utilization indicated by the request to compare 
with a current time. 

Pinder discloses a memory (Fig. 13; Memory 1207, ROM 1219 and non-volatile 
memory 1209; Col. 21, lines 60-Col. 22, lines 11 and Fig. 19; Col. 33, lines 40-45 
stores a delivered piece of encoded data and applicable time information (Col. 33, 
lines 25-45); a verification unit (Fig. 1, el. 119, and Fig. 3, DHCT) verifies, if a 
requested operation is executable (i.e., mode of a purchase event), by reading the 
applicable time information from the memory and referring to an executable time 
period corresponding to a mode of utilization indicated by the request to compare 
with a current time (Col. 33, lines 19-45; i.e., earliest start field 1923 must compare 
with the current time of the system in order to start the event according to its earliest 
start time). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Admitted Prior Art with Pinder so to protect 
transmitted information against unauthorized access (Col. 1, lines 40-45). 
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Claim 22 is analyzed with respect to claim 20 in which Admitted prior Art in view 
of Pinder further discloses an operation command reserving unit (within a verification 
unit 2004) configured to prevent the issuance of the command to the decoding unit 
according to the verified applicable authorization data (Applicant's specification page 
2, lines 18-page 4, lines 5). 

Claim 24, an information access control method for use in an information 
utilization apparatus having a memory which stores information including encoded 
1 st data, the method is analyzed with respect to claim 20. 

Claim 26, an information access control method for use in an information 
utilization apparatus having a memory which stores information including encoded 
1 st data, the method is analyzed with respect to claim 22. 

Claim 28, a storage medium having program code instruction store thereon 
which perform information access control when executed by a processor in an 
information utilization apparatus having a memory which stores information including 
encoded 1 st data, the instruction is analyzed with respect to claim 22. 

Claim 30, a storage medium having program code instruction store thereon 
which perform information access control when executed by a processor in an 
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information utilization apparatus having a memory which stores information including 
encoded 1 st data, the instruction is analyzed with respect to claim 22. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hai Tran whose telephone number is 703-308-7372. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher C. Grant can be reached on 703-305-4755. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



HT:ht 

030/03/2005 




